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PREFACE
Each year in December the Vice President for Research provides a report on the status of the 
university’s research enterprise to the Board of Regents. 
The 2012 report includes:
•  sponsored research awards received by source and by collegiate unit
•  ten-year trend in sponsored research awards by major sponsor category
•  R&D expenditures from the National Science Foundation’s annual survey
•  overall ranking and ranking among public research universities
•  technology commercialization results.
SPONSORED RESEARCH AWARDS
University of Minnesota faculty and staff competed successfully for $749.1 million in sponsored 
research awards in fiscal 2012. The award total was down $20 million (2.6 percent) from the 
total for fiscal 2011. As expected, awards from American Recovery and Reinvestment Act funds 
declined precipitously, netting $2.5 million versus $74.2 million in fiscal 2011. If ARRA funds are 
excluded from the award totals, awards were actually $51.7 million, or 7.4 percent, higher in fiscal 
2012 than the previous year.
Figure 1 and 2 display sponsored award data by source and collegiate unit, respectively. The 
sources of federal research funding have remained relatively constant, with NIH and NSF 
accounting for about 70 percent of the federal total. Overall distribution of awards across 
collegiate units is similarly consistent, although virtually all units experienced a decline in award 
funding due to the depletion of ARRA funds.
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SPONSORED AWARDS BY CATEGORY (10 year trend)
The bar chart (Figure 3) and table below (Table 1) summarize the distribution of university 
sponsored research awards by major sponsor category for the past 10 years. Despite some year-
to-year variations, the proportion of funding from the major source categories has remained 
relatively stable over the past decade, with the introduction of ARRA funding in 2009 being a 
notable exception. The significant impact of ARRA funding is evident in the very sizeable growth 
in awards total registered in fiscal years 2010-2011.
As noted in previous reports, the decline in awards in fiscal 2009 was caused by delays as 
federal agencies scrambled to deal with the short fund distribution time limits imposed by ARRA. 
When this anomaly is taken into account, awards show a steady upward trend over the past nine 
years.
FIGURE 3   |  TEN YEAR AWARDS BY CATEGORY
TABLE 1   |  TEN YEAR AWARDS DETAIL
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Federal ARRA 42.7 131.4 74.2 2.5
Other Private 51.0 70.5 81.6 68.8 93.6 103.2 104.1 111.3 112.8 123.9
State & Local 74.1 34.3 32.8 62.8 55.0 75.9 46.8 61.8 50.0 59.7
Business & Industry 48.8 41.7 52.7 50.7 47.8 52.8 41.8 45.5 43.6 55.2
Federal non-ARRA 339 377.2 394.1 393.8 422.9 442.9 366.5 472.7 488.5 507.7














According to the National Science Foundation R&D expenditure data for 2011, the university 
retained its eighth-place ranking among public research universities. Research expenditures 
topped $847 million, up 8 percent from the high-water mark of $786 million set the previous year.
Table 2 presents the research expenditure data for the top 15 research institutions for 2011. It is 
important to note that the research expenditure data for the University of Minnesota represents 
only the research expenditures for the Twin Cities campus. Due to a change last year in survey 
methodology, each campus of institutions with multiple campuses is now tracked individually 
instead of as part of an aggregate total.
The university’s R&D expenditure growth since 2005 places it sixth among the top 20 institutions 
and fourth among public research universities in terms of portfolio growth.







Johns Hopkins University 1 $2,145
University of Michigan, Ann Arbor 2 1 $1,279
University of Washington, Seattle 3 2 $1,149
University of Wisconsin, Madison 4 3 $1,112
Duke University 5 $1,022
University of California, San Diego 6 4 $1,009
University of California, San Fancisco 7 5 $995
University of California, Los Angeles 8 6 $982
Stanford University 9 $908
University of Pittsburgh, main campus 10 $899
University of Pennsylvania 11 7 $886
Columbia University 12 $879
University of Minnesota, Twin Cities 13 8 $847
Ohio State University 14 9 $832
Penn State University, University Park and Hershey Medical Ctr. 15 10 $795
SOURCE: National Science Foundation/National Center for Science and Engineering Statistics, Higher Education Research and 
Development Survey.
TECHNOLOGY COMMERCIALIZATION
The Office for Technology Commercialization continued its strong performance and productivity 
in fiscal 2012. With two exceptions, all metrics show improvement over the previous fiscal year 
(table 3). A record 12 startup companies were launched, topping the previous record set last 
fiscal year when nine startups were launched. There was an unanticipated jump in revenue 
collected from Ziagen, the anti-HIV agent used in AIDS treatments around the world. Even 
though patents on the drug in various markets continue to expire, worldwide sales were 
unexpectedly strong in fiscal 2012. Nevertheless, the royalty stream will be exhausted in the very 
near future.
TABLE 3   |  UNIVERSITY TECHNOLOGY COMMERCIALIZATION DATA
FY2008 FY2009 FY2010 FY2011 FY2012
Disclosures 217 244 255 250 321
New U.S. Patent Filings 52 65 66 78 115
New Licenses 63 44 67 76 71
Startups 2 3 8 9 12
Current Revenue Generating Agreements 281 306 399 457 426
Gross Revenues $86.9 $95.2 $83.8 $10.1 $45.70
Non-Glaxo Revenues $7.9 $8.7 $8.6 $10.1 $10.74
Outgoing Material Transfer Agreements 67 106 171 271 313
Going forward, the invention disclosures metric will be an area of increased focus. It is one of 
the five accountability measures that the university will track in order to receive one percent of 
its biennial appropriation from the state. If three of the five measures are met, it will amount to a 
budget increase of $11.5 million beginning in fiscal 2015.
At the invitation of the U.S. Department of Commerce, President Kaler spoke on the topic of 
“University Technology Transfer and Industry Collaboration” during a gathering of university 
presidents in early October 2012. His talk was part of a larger, two-part forum held at the 
Department of Commerce and the White House. Subsequent correspondence from a 
Commerce official stated:
“…the breadth of programming and initiatives at Minnesota was surprising and encouraging 
to many in the audience, particularly given that you were able to make these changes 
in a manageable period of time. Minnesota is a leader in the field of innovation and 
entrepreneurship and we are therefore very happy that you were able to share your 
university’s programs and experiences.”
Learn more at research.umn.edu
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